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m inority. Its estim ated  q u a rte r  of a 
m illion adheren ts in  th e  USA m eans 
th a t only one in  e igh t h u n d re d  A m e­
ricans subscribe to  its ideals. I t  could 
well be som eth ing  th a t w ill grow 
and h e lp  purify  th e  presen t poisoned 
air of the “Free W orld .” O n th e  o th er 
hand  it  could be som ething  w hich 
flowered too quickly  in  th e  deceptive 
short lived thaw  of th e  Cold W ar and  
is now destined only  to  w ither in  th e  
fa te of th e  h arsh er clim ate of “re a l­
ity .” Only tim e w ill tell.
G. S t a n le y  M o o r e
A HISTORY OF TRADE  
UNIONISM IN AUSTRALIA, by J. T. Sutcliffe with a 
foreword by G. W. Ford. 
MacMillan, 282pp, $2.50.
CO N G R A T U LA T IO N S are  d u e  for 
those responsible for th e  re p r in tin g  
of this valuable o u tlin e  of trad e  u n io n  
developm ent in  A ustralia  u p  to th e  
end of th e  First W orld  W ar.
Originally  pub lished  in  1921 as one 
°f a W EA Series on  econom ic, p o li­
tical and  social studies, th e  work r e ­
mains the only n a tio n a l h isto ry  of 
trade unionism  in  existence.
Sutcliffe’s H istory  provides essential 
background m ateria l for any study  of 
A ustralian trad e union ism . I t  reveals 
■ts orig in  in  the craft b enefit societies 
coming directly  from  o r p a tte rn e d  on 
those of th e  B ritish  Isles and  shows 
how the p a tte rn  changed, w ith  th e  
taking on  of characteristics flowing 
°m  th e  "w ide, brow n la n d ,” in  th e  
° r m ation of mass organ isations, p ar- 
t'cu larly  in  th e  pasto ra l and  m in in g  
'ndustries.
The book is particularly useful for 
students in its painstaking chronicling 
0  the many moves to bridge distances jtnd cut across State boundaries to 
ring into being nationally representa- 
Ve bodies.
T h e  grea t need  for such ou tlin es  is 
alm ost self-evident. In  a tho ug ht-p ro - 
voking forew ord, G. W . F ord , o f th e  
U niversity  of N ew South  W ales, has 
m uch  to say ab o u t th e  p au c ity  of 
w ritten  trad e u n io n  h istories. . . “ In  
p articu la r, au th o rs  of h ig h  school h is­
tory  texts alm ost invariab ly  include 
g lowing acc u n ts  of th e  g row th  of 
such industries as wool an d  steel . . . 
yet w ith  ra re  n o tab le  exceptions these 
w riters barely  m en tion , le t a lone d is­
cuss, th e  co n trib u tio n  of sweat, blood 
an d  tears of th e  w orkers, w hose toil, 
sacrifice and  tragedy w ere th e  real 
life b lood of o u r  develop ing  in d u s­
try."
Bravo, M r. F ord , for a refreshingly  
en ligh tened  approachl
O n th e  o th er h an d , i t  m u st be said 
th a t th e re  is li ttle  of “ sweat, blood 
an d  tears” in  Sutcliffe’s r a th e r  color­
less story. I t  is an  o u tlin e  of the 
in stitu tion s b u ilt  by th e  w orkers, w ith  
an  em phasis on  p arlia m e n ta ry  re ­
flections of th em , ra th e r  th a n  of th e ir 
in d u stria l struggles. Some o f th e  o u t­
s tand ing  battles o f th e  1880’s are  no t 
even m entioned , th e  b ig  clash of the 
1890’s is given b u t  cursory  trea tm en t, 
as is also th e  case w ith  th e  1909-10 
struggles and  th e  genera l strike of 
1917.
M r. Ford  h im self criticises th e  w ork 
for its lack of a tte n tio n  to  syndicalist 
influences and  em phasises its n a rro w ­
ness, b u t, of course, th e  a u th o r h im self 
categorised it  as “a p re lim in ary  step 
to  a m ore exhaustive an d  in tensive 
ex am ina tion ”. I t ie n o t rea lly  an  in te r ­
p re ta tiv e  work a t all in  th e  sense of 
E. W . C am pbell’s analysis o f A ustra­
lian  labo r h isto ry  from  th e  m arx ist 
s tan d p o in t o r B rian  F itzp a tr ick ’s h is­
to ry  of th e  la b o r m ovem ent. H ence, 
th e  value of th e  book is lim ited , b u t 
i t  is very valuab le , nevertheless.
Surveying th e  ra th e r  b leak  field, M r. 
Ford  has brickbats for b o th  academ ics
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an d  trad e  union ists  for th e ir lack of 
ap p rec ia tio n  of th e  need for record ing  
lab o r h istory. In  m y view, th e  a p ­
p roach  is valid. I w ould  go fu rth e r, 
indeed , an d  assert th a t trad e un ion  
officials, w ith  ra re  exceptions, u n d e r­
estim ate th e  value of even taking  the 
elem entary  step  of p reserving  and  clas­
sifying th e ir  records, le t alone ensur­
ing  th a t th e ir  story is told.
M r. F ord  correctly  com plains of an 
“an ti-in te llec tu a l” approach  on  the 
p a r t  of some u n io n  leaders, b u t I 
have a w ord for th e  in tellectuals, too! 
Academ ics sho u ld  do m uch  m ore to 
encourage tra d e  unions to  do th e ir 
jo b  by ren d erin g  m ateria l assistance 
an d  ex tend in g  p ub lica tio n  fa c ilitie s . . .  
i t  is an  open  secret th a t University 
pigeon-holes are  stacked w ith  docu­
m en ts  o n  trad e  u n io n  history, w ritten  
as theses, u n h o n o red  and  u npub lished .
M r. F ord  does well to  em phasise 
th e  v alue of trad e  u n io n  history. H e 
po in ts  o u t th a t  th e  general reaction  
to  in d u s tria l crises is to  cry for some 
new  law  o r “a  m ore severe app lication  
of o ld  laws” ra th e r  th an  to study the 
h isto rica l causes o f th e  crisis. I w ould 
u n d e rlin e  th a t  by m ak ing  so bold  as 
to  say th a t  tra d e  u n io n  leaders w ould 
n o t m ake so m any m istakes today if 
th ey  h ad  exam ined  w hat hap pened  yes­
terday.
Sutcliffe spoke p rophetica lly  when 
h e w rote, in  1921, th a t the trad e un ion  
m ovem ent w ould  be called u pon  to 
p lay  “a m ost im p o rta n t p a r t  in  th e  so­
lu tio n  of econom ic and  social problem s 
a f te r  th e  w ar.” T h e  p erio d  was to  see 
p erh ap s  th e  grea test ferm ent of ideas 
in  la b o r h istory , leading to  th e  ad o p ­
tio n  of th e  socialisation objective by 
th e  L abor P arty , th e  a ttem pts  to  form  
a O ne B ig  U nion  of th e  w orking class, 
an d  th e  fo rm atio n  a t last o f a n a tion al 
tra d e  u n io n  cen tre  in  th e  A ustralian  
C ouncil o f  T ra d e  U nions.
Sutcliffe’s words app ly  w ith  equal 
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force in  th is  period , a fte r th e  second  
w orld  w ar.
H as com parab le  progress been made? 
M ateria l o n  orig ins and  early develop­
m en t like th a t p rov ided  by Sutcliffe’s 
H istory  is essential read ing, an d  th e  
chron icle needs to  be b ro u g h t u p  to 
date . A nd th e  vast changes th a t have 
been  m ade in  in d u stria l technology 
an d  th e  class s tru c tu re  of A ustralian  
society need  to  be tho roughly  exam ­
ined  from  th e  s tan d p o in t of th e  role, 
policies and  m ission of th e  trad e  union  
m ovem ent. T h e  quickened  in terest in  
labo r h istory  w hich M r. Ford  goes so 
far as to  call “a new  era”, of which 
th e  re p r in tin g  of th is book is an 
exam ple, gives some prom ise of the 
need  being  fulfilled.
E dg ar  R o s s
ERA OF MAN OR ROBOT? by G. Volkov,
Progress Publishers, Moscow, 
183 pp, 55c.
T H IS  SM ALL PAPERBACK  deals 
w ith  th e  sociological p roblem s of the 
technical revo lu tion  and  no one con­
cerned  w ith  today’s an d  tom orrow ’s 
w orld  can afford  to  miss read in g  it. 
T h e  a u th o r  surveys th e  v ita l sociol­
ogical issues, m any  of them  con tro ­
versial, w hich sp ring  from  th e  cu rren t 
swift scientific an d  technological p ro ­
gress. T h is  is done from  a m arxist 
view o f th e  tren ds and  laws of tech ­
nica l an d  scientific developm ent. 
I t  raises vigorous polem ic w ith  anti- 
m arx ist an d  refo rm ist theories and  
conclusions.
Some woolly th in k in g  an d  careless 
use o f term s revealed  in  th e  Com ­
m u n ist P arty  pre-C ongress discussion 
cou ld  have been  avoided an d  g rea ter 
c larity  reached  on  th e  issues of the 
day h a d  th is book, p articu la rly  its 
final ch ap te r, been available. So if  
you w an t to  know  th e  difference b e ­
tw een th e  “second in d u s tria l revo lu ­
tio n ” an d  th e  “scientific an d  tech ­
nical re v o lu tio n ”, an d  lots m ore, be 
sure  you read  th is  booklet.
V i n  B o u r k e
